Linguistic Fractionalization for the Netherlands
In all of our sensitivity analyses, we correct a mistake in Alesina et al.'s (2003) score of linguistic fractionalization for the Netherlands. Their value of 0.514 is based upon the following list of linguistic groups and their population shares: Dutch 0%; 'Netherlands Other' 65%; Arabic 19.5%; and Turkish 15.4%. Data from the online Ethnologue (http://www. ethnologue.com) more accurately looks as follows: Dutch 85.5%; Vlaams 1.40%; Turkish 1.21%; Frisian 4.46%; Arabic 1.40%; and Other 6.06%. This yields a fractionalization score of 0.263, which we employ in the analyses that follow.
Replication Models Estimated Using the Maximally List-Wise Deleted Set of Cases
This section presents the results from a modified version of the sensitivity analysis from the main paper. Here, each replication model is estimated on the same maximally list-wise deleted set of thirty-nine cases. The goal of this exercise is to ensure that any differences in results are due to differences in measures, not to differences in cases. For these models, versions of Table 1, Table 2 , and Figure 1 from the main paper are presented below as Tables 1 and 2 and Figure 1, respectively. Comparing the conclusions  drawn about H1 through H4 here (as summarized by Table 2 ) to the conclusions reported in the main paper yields the following. For H1, Models 3 (N, Ethnic, Alesina-Eth.) and 15
Replication Models Including the Omitted ENPRES Main Effect Term
This section presents the results from yet another modified version of the sensitivity analysis from the main paper. Here, each replication model includes the ENPRES main effect term that was omitted from the original Amorim Neto and Cox (1997) model. All else is unchanged from the main paper. For these models, versions of Table 1, Table 2 , and Figure 1 from the main paper are presented below as Tables 3 and 4 and Figure 2 , respectively. Comparing the conclusions drawn about H1 through H4 here (as summarized by Table 4 ) to the conclusions reported in the main paper yields the following. The only change is that for H4, Model 9 (P, Ethnic, Fearon) is no longer supportive. 
